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Table 2

Prediction of Social Competence from Mutuality end Stability of Friendship

Block and Predictors UBeta 2 Change

1. Sex

Age

-.21'

0

-.12t

-.OS .01

2. Cl: Mutual Best vs. Mutual Good & Unilateral .30- .23
C2: Mutual Good vs. Unilateral .47* .14 .07

3. C1 by Sex .42" .16

C2 by Sex .91 .11 .04"

4. C3: Stable Mutual Beat vs. Stable Mutual Good & No Stable .32 .20
C4: Stable Mutual Good vs. No Stable .31 .11 .05

B2 .11

AdjustedBa 1, .15

F (II, 225) lc 6.14,p < .0001

tp <.10. *2 <.05. "p < .01. ***11 < .001.

Table 3

Prediction of Positive Friendship Qualities From Type of Relationship RotA

Block and Predictors UBota 16 B2 Change

1. Sex -.24"

Ago 0 -.10 .05

2. Stable Mutual Best

vs. Stable Mutual Good

vs. Unstable Mutual -.17

vs. Unliataral

B2 .11

Adjustedff .09

F (5, 179) 4.69,9 < .001

< .05. "D < .01.
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Figure 1.

Mutuality Status Predicts Girls' but not Boys' Social

Competence.
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Figure 2.

Stability of Mutuality Predicts Girls' and Boys' Social

Competence.
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Figure 3. Positive Friendship Qualities as a
Function of Relationship Type
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